October 23, 2009

SENATE EXERCISING PETTY PAR-
TISANSHIP ON UNEMPLOYMENT
BENEFITS

(Mr. McDERMOTT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. McDERMOTT. Madam Speaker,
exactly one month ago today the House
cast aside partisanship to work to-
gether and overwhelmingly pass legis-
lation to extend unemployment bene-
fits, which are running out for an aver-
age of 7,000 Americans every day.

While my Republican colleagues in
the House recognize that unemploy-
ment is an American issue that tran-
scends politics, Senate Republicans are
oblivious to the urgent need to pass
legislation because people are hanging
on by their fingernails. Instead, the
Senate Republicans have a choke hold
on legislation to extend unemployment
insurance benefits, and Americans who
need the help the House passed a
month ago aren’t going to get helped
until Senate Republicans stop playing
partisan games.

There are positive signs the economy
has turned the corner, but the Senate
Republicans know what everyone else
knows, that unemployment always
takes longer to recover. But they still
have a choke hold on the bill, which is
a choke hold on nurturing the eco-
nomic recovery.

A caller to my office this morning
put it best: There is one reason you
may not be able to buy food for your
family next week, and it is called the
Senate Republicans. Maybe they are
the ones who ought to be out of work.

Maybe then the Republicans in the
Senate would understand what it
means to look to Washington for lead-
ership but see petty partisanship in-
stead.

Release the choke hold and pass the
bill to extend unemployment benefits.
Thousands of Americans can wait no
longer.

——
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EXPRESSING CONCERN REGARD-
ING THE EFFECT OF PROPOSED
HEALTH CARE REFORM ON
SMALL BUSINESSES

(Mr. KLINE of Minnesota asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to express my
concern about the majority party’s
proposed government takeover of
health care and its devastating con-
sequences for small businesses across
the Nation. Despite continued calls
from me and my Republican colleagues
for a bipartisan approach that expands
access to affordable health care to all
Americans, the majority party insists
on engaging in closed door meetings
that ignore the input of a significant
proportion of Congress and the millions
of constituents they represent.
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Among the most damaging elements
of their proposal is a punitive new tax
on small businesses that cannot afford
to provide the coverage the Federal
Government decides is acceptable. My
Republican colleagues on the Edu-
cation and Labor Committee offered
numerous amendments to protect the
small businesses that drive our econ-
omy from these and other burdensome
mandates that threaten their viability,
but our attempts were rejected.

Madam Speaker, it is time to push
the reset button on this flawed pro-
posal. Members of all political persua-
sions need to start fresh and work in
good faith to bring meaningful health
care reform to our constituents and
keep our small businesses thriving.

———

COAST GUARD AUTHORIZATION
ACT OF 2010

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
CHU). Pursuant to House Resolution 853
and rule XVIII, the Chair declares the
House in the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill, H.R.
3619.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
3619) to authorize appropriations for
the Coast Guard for fiscal year 2010,
and for other purposes, with Mr. PAS-
TOR of Arizona (Acting Chair) in the
chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose on Thursday,
October 22, 2009, amendment No. 6 of-
fered by the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. HIMES) had been disposed
of.

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 7 printed in
House Report 111-311.

Mr. FLAKE. I have an amendment at
the desk designated No. 7.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 7 offered by Mr. FLAKE:

Page 182, after line 14, insert the following:

(g) PROHIBITION ON EARMARKS.—None of the
funds appropriated for the Fishing Safety
Training Grants Program pursuant to sec-
tion 4502(i) of title 46, United States Code, as
amended by this section, may be used for a
Congressional earmark as defined in clause
9(d) of rule XXI of the Rules of the House of
Representatives.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 853, the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. FLAKE. This amendment is
straightforward and, I believe, non-
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controversial. It should be familiar to
those of us here. The underlying bill es-
tablishes a new competitive grant pro-
gram called the Fishing Safety Train-
ing Grants program. This amendment
would simply prevent the new grant
program from being a vehicle for ear-
marking.

I try to offer this amendment as
often as I can when new grant pro-
grams are established. The reason I do
this is because, unfortunately, we have
a history now of these grant programs
being established and, even if the un-
derlying legislation says that they are
to be awarded on the basis of merit or
on a competitive basis, then, often-
times, a little down the road, many of
these grant programs are earmarked,
some of them, we have learned through
sad experience, almost completely ear-
marked.

Competitive grant programs ear-
marked by Members of this body, we
simply can’t have that. Now, I question
why the Federal Government is using
taxpayer dollars to fund training for
individuals who operate commercial
fishing vessels. I think that that’s
something that commercial fishing or-
ganizations ought to do themselves.
However, if we are going to do this,
then we should at least ensure that
these grants are awarded on a competi-
tive basis and aren’t earmarked.

And so I hope that this can be adopt-
ed. I should note that in the 110th Con-
gress, this similar amendment was
adopted to H.R. 2357, the Beach Protec-
tion Act. It was approved by a roll call
vote of 263-117. And in the 111th Con-
gress, this amendment was accepted on
three separate occasions, each time by
voice vote.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise
to claim the time in opposition, though
I do not intend to oppose the gen-
tleman.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Minnesota is

recognized.
There was no objection.
Mr. OBERSTAR. I want to com-

pliment the House’s own version of
Survivor Man, not only on surviving on
a desert island and doing so very skill-
fully and astutely. Most of the time
when Members of our body wind up
with a story in The Washington Post,
it’s for some misdeed or misappropria-
tion of funds. This was a remarkable
story of personal strength and courage
that I suspect derives from the gentle-
man’s own upbringing and mission
abroad for the church, and for his abil-
ity to survive under difficult condi-
tions.

He’s also been a survivor on his cam-
paign, Mr. Chairman, to limit ear-
marks. And this is one case in which
our committee agrees with the gen-
tleman. On Page 177, Lines 4 and 5, the
bill reads: the Secretary shall award
grants under this subsection on a com-
petitive basis. But also, as the gen-
tleman has pointed out, notwith-
standing such language in other bills,
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